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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 4, 23-28, and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 4 recites the limitation "the displayed picture" in line 3. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claims 23-28 recite the limitation "the professional area of practice" in lines 2. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claims. 

Claim 30 recites the limitation "the device for storing and managing an electronic 
medical reference" in line 2. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in 
the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1 and 4-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Stefanescu et al (US 2003/0013951) and Campbell et al (US 6,047, 259). 
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Regarding claims 1 and 14, Stefanescu teaches a device for storing and 
managing an electronic medical reference library (see device for displaying workspace 
402 in Fig. 4, [0051]), comprising: a) an electronic medical reference, designated by 
title, displayed for electronic selection (see reference workspace [0049]); b) a list of 
individual diagnoses, to be displayed for electronic selection after electronic selection 
of the electronic reference (when "Reference" is selected in Fig. 4, text area 604 in 
reference workspace presents a list of diagnoses, Fig. 6, [0055]); image area 606 
displays image(s) representative to the diagnoses in the text area 604 ([0056], Fig. 6), 
wherein a representative button (matching button) of the image(s) is provided on a 
navigation bar (navigation tools) ([0055], [0056]). Stefanescu further teaches displaying 
a list of key facts, related to the diagnose(s), upon selection on the representative 
button (other images and clinical data are displayed upon selection of the matching 
button) ([0056]). 

Stefanescu does not teach that displaying navigation bar and displaying a list of 
key facts take place when a diagnose is selected. However, such feature is known in 
the art as taught by Campbell. Campbell teaches a device for storing and managing an 
electronic medical reference library (Fig. 1-2). Campbell further teaches, upon selection 
of a diagnose (col. 17, lines 23-45), displaying a list of diagnoses (see Tentative 
diagnoses in 908 in Fig. 9) and displaying a navigation bar (see navigation area having 
buttons 1010, 1012, 10140 in Fig. 10) and displaying a list of key facts (see listed facts 
on the screen 1000 in Fig. 10) (col. 17, lines 46-52). Since Stefanescu and Campbell's 
teachings are in the same field of storing and managing medical data, it would have 
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been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teaching of Stefanescu and 
Campbell before him at the time the invention was made, to include Campbell's 
diagnose selection in Stefanescu's device with the motivation being to provide the user 
with the ability to select a diagnose and control what images/ clinical data will be 
displayed in the display area 606 so that the area 606 only displays images/clinical 
data related to the selected diagnose. 

Regarding claim 4, Stefanescu and Campbell teach a picture legend, displayed 
after electronic selection of a legend button displayed on the displayed picture 
(Stefanescu, Fig. 4-7, Campbell, Fig. 7). 

Regarding claim 5, Stefanescu and Campbell teach a list of images related to a 
selected individual diagnosis, having a representative button on the navigation bar, 
displayed after having its representative button selected on the navigation bar 
(Stefanescu, Fig. 6-7). 

Regarding claim 6, Stefanescu and Campbell teach a list of differential 
diagnoses, related to a selected individual diagnosis, having a representative button on 
the navigation bar, displayed after having its representative button selected on the 
navigation bar (Stefanescu, Fig. 6, [0055], [0056], Campbell, fig. 10). 

Regarding claim 7, Stefanescu and Campbell teach a list of pathology 
information, related to a selected individual diagnosis, having a representative button 
on the navigation bar, displayed after having its representative button selected on the 
navigation bar (Stefanescu, [0055], [0056], [0057], [0067]). 
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Regarding claim 8, Stefanescu and Campbell teach a list of clinical issues 
information, related to a selected individual diagnosis, having a representative button 
on the navigation bar, displayed after having its representative button selected on 
the navigation bar (Stefanescu, "clinical data", [0055], [0056]). 

Regarding claim 9, Stefanescu and Campbell teach a list of selected references 
information, related to a selected individual diagnosis, having a representative button 
on the navigation bar, displayed after having its representative button selected 
on the navigation bar (Fig. 4, 6-7). 

Regarding claims 10 and 17, Stefanescu and Campbell teach further comprising 
a note page that allows a user to add personal notes that are permanently related to a 
selected individual diagnosis (Stefanescu, "data/comments", [0115]). 

Regarding claims 11 and 18, Stefanescu and Campbell teach a notes beaming 
function, that allows a user to send personal notes to another user of a portable 
electronic medical reference library that has the same electronic medical reference 
book title (Stefanescu, [01 1 5]). 

Regarding claims 12 and 15, Stefanescu and Campbell teach an electronic 
medical reference beaming function, that allows an original user to send a selected 
electronic medical reference to a second user that has a personal digital assistant so 
the second user can use the selected electronic medical reference for a specified 
period of time before being disabled (Stefanescu, [0055], [0056], [0115]). 
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Regarding claims 13 and 16, Stefanescu and Campbell teach a function that 
allows the second user to receive authorization for the continued use of the beamed 
selected electronic medical reference sent from the original user (Stefanescu, [0121]). 

Regarding claim 19, Stefanescu and Campbell teach the electronic library of 
knowledge is related to a professional area of practice requiring recognition of a visual 
item to assist a professional in making a decision (Stefanescu, [0006], Campbell, col. 
2, lines 22-31). 

Regarding claim 20, Stefanescu and Campbell teach wherein the professional 
area of practice is medicine (Stefanescu, [0006], Campbell, col. 2, lines 22-31). 

Regarding claim 27, Stefanescu and Campbell teach wherein the professional 
area of practice is business (Campbell, Fig. 1 1 ). 

Regarding claims 21-26 and 28, Stefanescu and Campbell do not explicitly teach 
that the professional area of practice is one of engineering, automobile maintenance 
and repair, accounting, chemistry, visual art, law, and language. However, since using 
graphical user interface having navigation bar/buttons to manage, retrieving, and 
displaying text and image data is known in the art, it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art, having the teaching of Stefanescu and Campbell before him 
at the time the invention was made, to use Stefanescu and Campbell's system in areas 
such as engineering, automobile maintenance and repair, accounting, chemistry, visual 
art, law, and language with the motivation to enhance the usefulness of the system. 

Regarding claims 29-30, Stefanescu teaches wherein the device for storing and 
managing an electronic medical reference is a personal digital assistant [0028]). 
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5. Claims 2-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Stefanescu et al (US 2003/0013951), Campbell et al (US 6,047, 259) and Montlick (US 
5,561,446). 

Regarding claims 2-3, Stefanescu and Campbell do not teach that the list of 
diagnoses is displayed in alphabetical listing or the list of diagnoses is displayed in 
alphabetical listing based upon a particular category of diagnosis. However, such 
feature is known in the art as taught by Montlick. Montlick teaches a device for storing 
and managing medical data which comprises listing diagnoses in alphabetically order 
(Fig. 2, col. 7, lines 32-35). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art, having the teaching of Stefanescu and Campbell before him at the time the 
invention was made, to include Montlick's teaching in Stefanescu and Campbell's 
device with the motivation being to provide the user with an alphabetically-ordered list 
of diagnoses so that the user can easily and conveniently view and browse. 

6. The prior art made of record on form PTO-892 and not relied upon is considered 
pertinent to applicant's disclosure. Applicant is required under 37 C.F.R. 1.111(c) to 
consider these references fully when responding to this action. The documents cited 
therein teach devices for managing medical information which relates to the instant 
application. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kieu D. Vu. The examiner can normally be reached on 
Mon - Thu from 7:00AM to 3:00PM at 571-272-4057. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Cabeca, can be reached at 571-272-4048. 
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The fax phone numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned are as follows: 
571-273-8300 



571-273-4057 (use this FAX #, only after approval by Examiner, for "INFORMAL" 
or "DRAFT" communication. Examiners may request that a formal paper / amendment 
be faxed directly to them on occasions). 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



and / or: 




Kieu D. Vu 



Primary Examiner 



